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1 .Claims 29-40 are allowed. 

2. Claims 5-8 and 42 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 , 9-1 7, 25, 41 and 43-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Slyk in view of Matos et al essentially for reasons of record noting the 
following. 

Applicant has amended independent claims 1 (the method) and 41 (the 
apparatus/device) and submits that these claims now call for applying the force to the 
molds prior to filling and then removing the force after the filling and before the 
polymerizing of the liquid material. While the claims do call for the former, it is believed 
that such was disclosed or rendered obvious in Slyk. However, it is respectfully 
submitted that the latter recitation— of removing the force prior before polymerizing— 
has not been set forth with any specificity. Indeed, the claims merely call for releasing 
the force at some point after the filling, and not necessarily before the polymerization of 
the liquid material. Also, it should be noted that the apparatus claims would be capable 
of such an operation, so even a positive recitation of removing the force before 
polymerizing would not render claims 41 and 43-55 allowable. Further, it is not really 
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clear that such a recitation would render the method claims patentable. It would appear 
that when the molds of Slyk are compressed by the spring, or when the molds of Matos 
et al are compressed, sufficient suction would exist between the molds to ensure that 
they stay together regardless of whether the force is removed or not. le, the applied 
references keep the force on the molds so that shrinkage can be accommodated. If one 
of ordinary skill in the art were to be unconcerned about shrinkage of the liquid material, 
it would have been obvious to have removed the force in the method (and/or the 
apparatus) as such would have been unnecessary, le, there no novel or particularly 
different quality about the instant molds and gasket that allow the instant molds to stay 
in place via a suction effect that the prior art molds and gasket would not have exhibited 
themselves. 

4. Claims 2-4, 18-24, 26-28 and 49-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Slyk in view of Matos et al and Sarofeen essentially for 
reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 5 of the previous action and paragraph 3, 
supra. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed November 17, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant submits that the method and apparatus claims 
should be allowed since they define over the art applied by calling for a release of the 
force before polymerizing. However, such is not persuasive for reasons already set 
forth in paragraph 3, supra. First, the instant claims are not so limited. Second, it is not 
clear that even a positive recitation in the method of such would define over the prior art 
for reasons already set forth. Certainly, the prior art apparatus is capable of operating 
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in such a manner. The relationship of the filling hole and plug — as set forth in instant 
claims 5 and 42— appears to be the patentable subject matter in the claims and these 
claims are objected to, being allowable if placed in independent form. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
March 2, 2009 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



